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Figure 24. Simulated ground-water flow rates near the fast-drawdown site at Independence, California (figure 2, site K; table 1). A, average flow 
vectors for water years 1963–69 and 1970–84 for the ground-water model cell (row 128, column 23) that represents the area surrounding site K. 
Also refer to section C–C’ (figure 5). B, annual flow rates for water years 1963–88.


